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The Department of Education has

also been an avid partner in imple-
menting the Hispanic Education Ac-
tion Plan, or HEAP, as we call it. It
was started in 1994. These are among
the exemplary programs that assist a
great number of minority students and
their families in districts such as mine
in south Texas, the third poorest met-
ropolitan statistical area in the Na-
tion.

The Department’s accomplishments
included in the Secretary’s testimony
are sharply contrasted by a Rand re-
port released yesterday on public edu-
cation in my home State of Texas. The
Rand report raises serious questions
about the purported test score gains in
our State standards test, the Texas As-
sessment of Academic Skills, com-
monly referred to as TAAS.

In particular, this report finds that
results on TAAS, collected by Gov-
ernor Bush’s State Education Agency,
and other standardized tests such as
NAEP tell very different stories. Rand
is by all accounts an unbiased, well-re-
spected research organization. So when
their reports state that alleged minor-
ity students’ gains are illusory, we
must take notice.

The report goes on to observe that
‘‘evidence regarding the validity of
score gains on the TAAS can be ob-
tained by investigating the degree to
which these gains are also present on
other measures of these same general
skills.’’ So how did they measure up?

Mr. Speaker, I want to conclude and
say that it is vital to remember that
the true education reform is slow and
steady and based on empirical and un-
biased data as Secretary Riley and the
rest of the Department employees have
done.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. CRANE) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. CRANE addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

f

EDUCATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. SAWYER) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to join with the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA) and the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
ETHERIDGE) in their interest in the sub-
ject of education.

We are fond of pointing out the abso-
lute truth that education is a local
function. It is a State responsibility.
But from time to time in our Nation’s
history, it has become an overarching
national concern. Such a time occurred
a little over a hundred years ago as the
United States emerged from what was
largely an agrarian era in this Nation’s
history, a time when half of all of
Americans lived and worked on farms

because it took that many of us to feed
and clothe all of us, to the entrance
into the second industrial revolution.

It changed everything. Mechanized
manufacturing and agriculture and
transportation made it possible for cit-
ies to grow in ways that had never ever
occurred before, and it changed the
skill expectations of an entire country.
It was a time when we really faced the
challenge of elevating the skill level of
an entire Nation from one end of the
spectrum to another, all at the same
time. That is an extraordinary under-
taking in the life of any nation, and we
have been through it. It was a time of
overarching national concern.

The land grant colleges changed the
way we educated people for nation-
building here in the United States.
Normal schools improved the education
of teachers who, up to that point, the
majority of whom had barely gotten
beyond high school themselves when
they were teaching high school. It was
done through a partnership of local,
State and Federal activity, and it real-
ly was a reinvention of America. It was
the invention of the American century.

Today we find ourselves in a time of
very similar change. Technology today
is changing everything. We are seeing a
time when the need has expanded in
very much the same way as it did a
hundred years ago.

Today we are finding an entire gen-
eration of baby boom teachers who
began their careers in the late 1960s
and early 1970s moving toward retire-
ment, at the same time that the larg-
est school age population in the Na-
tion’s history is moving through our
classrooms, breaking enrollment
records every year and likely to again
for the next 12 to 15 years.

All of this is happening at a time
when we are seeing the greatest shift
in job skills expectation that we have
seen in this country perhaps since that
time 100 or 110 years ago when we be-
came a new country.

We see at the same time that school
buildings, some tired, many worn out,
often obsolete, buildings that were at
least in, close to a third of which were
built prior to the Great Depression,
coming into a time of extreme chal-
lenge and expectation. That is the cir-
cumstance that we face today. It is
what the gentleman from North Caro-
lina (Mr. ETHERIDGE) was talking
about. It is what the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA) was talking
about.

This is not a crisis, but it is a time
when we need to understand those
needs. We have been through that any
number of times since 100 years ago
when we put together the Land Grant
Colleges Acts. We have seen it in the
G.I. bill when millions of men came
home from the Second World War, a
war fought with some 23 percent high
school graduates. It was not until 1951
that we saw half of all Americans grad-
uating from high school. Today those
numbers are up into the mid-80s, and
the performance of minority popu-

lations are the highest they have ever
been.

We saw that kind of cooperation in
the National Defense Education Act in
the wake of Sputnik and in title I for
the educationally disadvantaged in the
1960s, the development of special edu-
cation in the mid-1970s, the adult edu-
cation programs that have grown in
need and performance in the course of
this decade alone.
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And we have seen college aid,
through financial loans and grants,
change the face of higher education in
the United States. It has not happened
just because it is possible; it has hap-
pened because it has been necessary. It
has been necessary as we seek to
change the face of the Nation yet
again.

We need to develop a whole new co-
hort of well-qualified teachers and to
assist in the financing of a new school
construction and renovation plan that
will make it possible for this largest
generation of school learners to take
part in that education. This is not
something we do simply because we
think it would be nice. As we stand
here trying to seek to extend the kind
of prosperity that we enjoy today
through paying down the national
debt, through extending the solvency
of Social Security, there is no better
way we can do that than through en-
suring the skill levels of a new Nation.

Our children will have to learn as if
their entire world depended on it, be-
cause it does. Their world and our
world.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
OSE). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. MANZULLO) is recognized for 5
minutes.

(Mr. MANZULLO addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

HUNGER RELIEF ACT, H.R. 3192

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Mrs.
CLAYTON) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, we ob-
served World Food Day last week, and
we paused to recognize that hunger is
still a way of life for far too many in
America and around the world. It is for
that reason that I rise once again to
urge this House and this Congress to
pass the remaining provisions of the
Hunger Relief Act, H.R. 3192.

This legislation enjoys the support of
186 cosponsors in the House, Democrats
and Republicans. The companion bill,
S. 1805 enjoys the support of 35 cospon-
sors in the Senate, Democrats and Re-
publicans. Nearly 1,400 national, State
and local organizations in all 50 States
have endorsed the Hunger Relief.

Editorial boards, columns, articles
and op-eds from the East Coast to the
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West Coast, from the far north to the
far south, have expressed support for
the act. Among those are The Wash-
ington Post, the Lincoln Journal Star,
The New York Times, the Oregonian,
the Philadelphia Inquirer, the Tulsa
World, the Indianapolis Star, the Dal-
las Morning News, the Newark Star-
Ledger and the North Carolina News
and Observer.

In a recent letter, 25 leaders from the
religious community urged the Presi-
dent and the Congress to make food
stamp benefit restoration for legal im-
migrants a top priority during the final
days of this session. Represented in
that group of religious leaders are
Catholic, Jewish, Methodist, Lutheran,
Presbyterian, Mennonite, and other de-
nominations.

More recently, more than 25 Members
of this body sent a letter to the Presi-
dent urging him to help complete this
task.

The National Conference of State
Legislators, a group that supported the
1996 welfare reform bill, have also
joined in that call. The U.S. Conference
of Mayors and the National Black Cau-
cus of State Legislators have also en-
dorsed the Hunger Relief Act.

In short, Mr. Speaker, there is wide-
spread support for finishing the job we
started earlier with the passage of the
agriculture appropriation conference
report. As a part of that conference re-
port we included two vitally important
provisions from the Hunger Relief Act.
We changed the vehicle limit so that
families can retain a reliable car with-
out losing food stamp benefits, and we
changed the shelter cap so that fami-
lies can obtain decent shelter without
losing food stamp benefits. At the very
least, we should now restore food
stamp benefits for all legal immi-
grants.

Those legal immigrants who are now
excluded from food stamp coverage
came to America at a different time
than our ancestors, but they should not
be treated differently for that reason.
They too embrace the promise of lib-
erty etched on the statue in the harbor
in New York. It seems strange that we
must fight for food for those legal im-
migrants who cannot fight for them-
selves.

America is a strong Nation, and we
are strong because we can provide qual-
ity food at affordable prices. There are
many places in the world where the
same cannot be said. But the real
strength of America is not due to our
advanced technology, our economic
base, or our military might. The real
strength of America is in its compas-
sion for people. The real strength of
America is caring and being concerned
about those who live in the shadows of
life: the poor, the weak, the frail, the
disabled, our children, our seniors, the
hungry. America’s compassion makes
us strong.

Less than 3 percent of the budget
goes to help to feed the hungry, yet
nearly 70 percent of legal immigrants
are women, many of them with chil-
dren.

Mr. Speaker, hunger is more than a
mere word; it is a way of life for far too
many legal immigrants. When we
passed the welfare reform legislation,
we did some things that were right, but
there was one thing that was wrong.
We excluded legal immigrants from the
food stamp program.

With such broad-based bipartisan
support from the Congress to the White
House, from State legislators to gov-
ernors’ mansions and throughout the
private sector, we have a chance to cor-
rect that mistake. Let us not go home
to the comfort of our living rooms and
to the refrigerators full of bounty
while leaving legal immigrants with-
out one of the most basic necessities of
life, and that is food. Let us pass the
other part of the Hunger Relief Act.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. WELLER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. WELLER addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. KIND) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. KIND addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)
f

SOCIAL SECURITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. SMITH) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, Social Security has really come to
light, so I am going to spend 5 minutes
talking about Social Security, the
problem and the potential solution,
and what the presidential candidates
are doing in their suggestions to help
resolve this serious problem of Social
Security.

Mr. Speaker, I came into Congress in
1993; and I introduced my first Social
Security bill. I have introduced a So-
cial Security bill every session, and the
last three were scored by the Social Se-
curity Administration to keep Social
Security solvent for the next 75 years.

I was selected to be chairman of the
bipartisan task force on Social Secu-
rity. I have found it is sort of like an
automobile mechanic, the more the
mechanic knows about the inside oper-
ations, probably the better he lubri-
cates and adds the oil and greases his
car. I am concerned, knowing some of
the internal operations of Social Secu-
rity, that there is a lot of friction
there, that it is not solvent.

Just briefly, insolvency is certain.
We know how many people there are.
We know when they are going to retire.
We know that people will live longer in
retirement. We know how much they
are going to pay in and how much they
are going to take out. Payroll tax is

not going to cover the benefits starting
in 2015. It is a pay-as-you-go program.
Current workers pay in their tax, and
it is almost immediately sent out to
current retirees. It is going to take $120
trillion over and above tax revenues
over the next 75 years to accommodate
the promises we have made in Social
Security.

Some have suggested that economic
growth is great now, that that is going
to help solve the problem of Social Se-
curity. Not true. Social Security bene-
fits are indexed to wage growth. So the
higher the wages, the higher the bene-
fits for everybody. When the economy
grows, workers pay more in taxes, but
also they will earn more in benefits
when they retire. Growth makes the
numbers look better now but leaves a
larger hole to fill later.

The administration has used these
short-term advantages as an excuse to
do nothing. So if there is one criticism
I would have it is the missed oppor-
tunity over the last 8 years of not real-
ly stepping up to the plate and fixing
Social Security.

The Vice President has suggested
that if we pay down the debt to the
public, the debt we owe to the public is
$3.4 trillion, the suggestion is that we
use some of the Social Security sur-
plus, pay down that debt, and then
apply another IOU, or use the interest
savings on that debt to help fix this big
tall tower over here of $46.6 trillion. So
the suggestion is that by paying down
the debt, we will solve this problem.
This next graph shows why that will
not happen. The blue at the bottom
represents $260 billion a year that we
are now paying in interest on the debt.

So, look, it has to be a priority. Put-
ting Social Security in the lockbox was
a great thing the Republicans did. This
year saying that at least 90 percent of
the surplus has to go to pay down the
debt was a good idea. But even if all of
the $260 billion every year for the next
57 years was used to go into the Social
Security Trust Fund, there would still
be a shortfall of $35 trillion.

Look, this is a big-time problem. We
have to do it now and not leave a big
mortgage for our kids.

Very briefly, the biggest risk is doing
nothing at all. I want to show these
charts, because AL GORE has criticized
Governor Bush of taking a trillion dol-
lars out of Social Security, or using it
twice. He is saying that the Governor
is going to use it once to pay benefits
and once to start private investment
accounts.

Over the next 10 years, the revenues
coming in to the Social Security Trust
Fund are $7.8 trillion. The benefits, or
the money going out, is $5.4 trillion.
That leaves a surplus of $2.4 trillion.
Governor Bush is suggesting we take $1
trillion of that and start using that to
accommodate personally owned retire-
ment accounts that individuals own;
that if they die it goes into their es-
tate, unlike Social Security, of course.

So as we can see, having current me-
dium-income workers retire much
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